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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 3/8/07 
has been entered. 

Double Patenting 

2. In view of the cancellation of claims 1-4 in copending Application No. 09/996,197, 
the double patenting rejection has been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1- 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
admitted prior art figs. 1-6 in view of Radi US Patent No. 6,594,327. 

As per claim 1 , applicant background of the invention and admitted prior art figs. 
1-6 disclose a method and apparatus (fig. 6) comprising receiving the stream of digital 
sample values fig. 2; correlating a digital sample value with a plurality of received digital 
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sample values 610 to generate a corresponding plurality of correlation results 615; 
calculating a correlation value (output of adder 620) from corresponding plurality of 
correlation results 615 using adder 620; comparing the correlation value against a 
threshold, and determining the presence of the boundary based on the comparison see 
page 2, line 29-page 3, line 2. However, the admitted prior art figure 6 does not explicitly 
teach "a received digital value" is correlated with the plurality of other received digital 
sample values. In the same field of endeavor, Radi teaches the step of correlating in 
correlator 504 "a received digital value" output by 512 a plurality of other received digital 
sample values output of buffer 502. In addition, Radi further teaches that the "received 
digital value and the "other digital values" are part of the same received signal. See col. 
9, lines 50-65 and col. 6, table 1 . Given that fact, it would have been obvious to one 
skill in the art to modify applicant's admitted prior art figure 6 in the manner taught by 
Radi so as to improve system configuration and/or performance. 

As per claim 2, the digital sample value is a recently received digital sample 
value see page 14, lines 13-15. 

As per claim 3, it is well known in the ad in order to generate digital samples it is 
necessary to periodically sampling the communications channel. Given that fact, it 
would have been obvious to one skill in the art to configure applicant's background of 
the invention in such a way to sample the communication channel in order to recover 
the original signal. 
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As per claim 4, it would have been obvious to one skill in the art to receive a 
recently sampled value as the digital sample value so as to satisfy processing 
requirements of the system. 

As per claim 5, it would have been obvious to one skill in the art to correlate a 
pair of received digital samples with a plurality of pairs of other received digital samples 
and the reason to do so would have been the same as provided above in reference to 
claim 1 . 

As per claim 6, it would have been obvious to one skill in the art to correlate a 
group of received digital samples with a plurality of groups of other received digital 
samples and the reason to do so would have been the same as provided above in 
reference to claim 1 . 

As per claim 7, it would have been obvious to one skill in the art to set the group 
to include a three -value correlation and the reason to do so would have been the same 
as provided above in reference to claim 1 . 

As per claim 8, the plurality of other received digital sample values are selected 
from the received stream based on their position in different periods of a periodic 
sequence see fig. 6. 

5. Claims 1 1 and 15-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over admitted prior art figs. 1-6 in view of Radi US Patent No. 6,594,327 and further in 
view of Okanoue et al US Patent No. 6,738,439. 

As per claim 1 1 , Applicant background of the invention and admitted prior ad figs. 
1-6 disclose a method and apparatus (fig. 6) comprising receiving the stream of digital 
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sample values fig. 2., correlating a digital sample value with a plurality of other received 
digital sample values 610 to generate a corresponding plurality of correlation results 
615; calculating a correlation value (output of adder 620) from corresponding plurality of 
correlation results 615 using adder 620, comparing the correlation value against a 
threshold, and determining the presence of the boundary based on the comparison see 
page 2, line 29-page 3, line 2. However, applicant's admitted prior art does not teach the 
further limitation of determining the presence of the "packet boundary" based on the 
comparison it only teaches determining the presence of the boundary based on the 
comparison see page 2, line 29-page 3, line 2 it also fails to explicitly teach "a single 
digital value" is correlated with a plurality of received digital sample values. In the same 
field of endeavor, Radi teaches the step of correlating in correlator 504 "a received 
digital value" output by 512 a plurality of other received digital sample values output of 
buffer 502. In addition, Radi further teaches that the "received digital value and the 
"other digital values" are part of the same received signal. See col. 9, lines 50-65 and 
col. 6, table 1 . Given that fact, it would have been obvious to one skill in the art to 
modify applicant's admitted prior art figure 6 in the manner taught by Radi so as to 
improve system configuration and/or performance. In addition, Okanoue et al teaches 
the further limitation of determining the presence of the packet boundary based on the 
comparison see col. 1, lines 32-38. Given that, it would have been obvious to one skill in 
the art to incorporate such a teaching in applicant's background of the invention and 
Radi so as to enhanced signal detection. 
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As per claim 15, the received stream is stored in memory see page 13, lines 13- 
15, and the plurality of received digital sample values', generating a one value for each 
time the digital sample value matches with one of the digital sample values in the 
plurality 1 , and generating a zero value for each time the digital sample value does not 
match with one of the digital sample values in the plurality see page 14, lines 10-13. 

As per claim 16, the calculating step comprises 2 summing up a correlation result 
resulting from each correlation of the received digital sample value with the plurality of 
previously received other digital sample values see adder 620. 

As per claim 17, applicant's background of the invention further teaches that the 
correlating and calculating steps are performed more than once and an average 
correlation value is determined and compared against a threshold. See page 15, lines 
9-11. 

As per claim 18, it would have been obvious to one skill in the ad to perform 
packet detection after each digital sample value is received so as to satisfy processing 
requirements of the system. 

As per claim 19, it would have been obvious to one skill in the art to perform 
packet detection after a specified number of digital sample values is received and the 
reason to do so would have been the same as provided above in reference to claim 18. 

6. Claims 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
admitted prior art figs. 1-6 in view of Radi US Patent No. 6,594,327 and further in view 
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of Okanoue et al US Patent No. 6,738,439 and further in view of Lee US Patent 
Application Publication No. US2001/0005378A1. 

As per claim 12, as applied to claim 1 1 above, Applicant's admitted prior art Radi 
and Okanoue teach every feature of the claimed invention but do not explicitly teach the 
further limitation of "wherein the packet is transmitted over a previously idle 
communication channel". In the same field of endeavor, Lee teaches the transmission of 
a packet over a previously idle communication channel see paragraph 0012. Given that 
fact, it would have been obvious to one skill in the art to incorporate such a teaching in 
applicant's admitted prior art Radi and Okanoue in order to avoid data lost. 

As per claim 13, it is well known in the art in order to generate digital samples it 
is necessary to periodically sampling the communications channel. Given that fact, it 
would have been obvious to one skill in the ad to configure applicant's background of 
the invention in such a way to sample the communication channel in order to recover 
the original signal. 

As per claim 14, it would have been obvious that the digital sample of the idle 
communications channel would have been different in value from a digital sample of the 
communication channel transmitting the packets as the idle communication channel 
includes no real data as opposed to the communication channel that includes real data. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 3/8/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant's comment at page 7-8 suggests that Radi does not teach that the 
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"received digital value" and the "other digital values" are not part of the same received 
signal. However it is noted that col. 6, table 1 , shows the structure of a super frame or 
extended super frame stored in memory 206 see col. 6, lines 1-14 in that, at col. 9, 
lines 55-56, Radi teaches that register 502 stores a values read from frame memory 
206 it further teaches that expanded bits stored in memory 512 are part of a current 
bit of frame set and further at col. 9, lines 63-64 it teaches that, in one embodiment, a 
state machine selects a bit from the bits stored in memory 512 to perform signal 
correlation. In addition, note col. 10, line 52 to col. 1 1 , line 7 that Radi further teaches 
that one or more sequence of a corresponding superframe worth of data are correlated 
with a looked up version of said corresponding superframe and that the looked for 
version of said framing bits is part of the superframe. Hence, the single bit or received 
digital value and the other received digital values are part of the same signal. 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jean B. Corrielus whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3020. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jay Patel can be reached on 571-272-2988. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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